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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Request for continued examination 
. filed 10/31/2007. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6-10, 12, 13, 16, 17, 20, 22 and 23 are pending in this case. 
Claims 1, 10, and 12 are independent claims. Claims 1, 10, 12, and 19 have been 
amended. Claims 14 and 21 have been cancelled. 
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3. The rejection of claims 10, 12, 13, 16-18, 20, 22, and 23 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Halvorson et al. (hereinafter Halvorson, "Microsoft Office XP 

* 

t ♦ 

Inside Out," published in 2001) in view of Michelman et al. (hereinafter Michelman, US 
Patent Number 5,987,481, issued November 16, 1999) has been withdrawn due to 
amendments. 

4. The rejection of claim 19 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halvorson et al. (hereinafter Halvorson, "Microsoft Office XP Inside Out," published in 
2001) in view of Michelman et al. (hereinafter Michelman, US Patent Number 
5,987,481, issued November 16, 1999), further in view of Anson (US Patent Application 
Publication Number 2003/0061 193, filed September 24, 2001) has been withdrawn due 
to amendments, a new grounds of rejection has been presented below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 12, 13, and 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. These claims are non-statutory for 
at least the reason that the system does not necessarily require any hardware elements 
as claimed, additionally if it was intended to claim the apparatus as a piece of software 
then the claims are not tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable (i.e. 
stored on a computer readable storage medium which does not include a carrier wave 
or other form of transmission medium). Proper correction is required. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 1, 2, 4, and 6-9 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Halvorson et al. (hereinafter Halvorson, "Microsoft Office XP Inside 
Out," published in 2001) in view of Michelman et al. (hereinafter Michelman, US Patent 
Number 5,987,481, issued November 16, 1999). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Halvorson discloses receiving a selection of 
multiple spreadsheets and multiple portions of those spreadsheets via a graphical 
control panel (pages 689-693 of Halvorson). Halvorson discloses that the data portions 
are retrieved and appended to the generated final report spreadsheet, including 
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appending information identifying the sources of the data portions (pages 694-697 of 
Halvorson). Halvorson discloses that receiving a selection of portions of data 
comprising setting functions (predefined) for desired text in the spreadsheet (pages 
694-697 of Halvorson). Halvorson does not explicitly disclose that searching the 
spreadsheet for elements fulfills the functions. However, Michelman discloses that 
spreadsheet are searched in order to generate a list of labels within the spreadsheet 
that match the custom label references identified in the formula (column 1, line 56- 
column 3, line 25 of Michelman), thus the custom stored function is used as a 
predefined search to identify portions of data. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have combined the teachings of Halvorson with the teachings 
of Michelman because it would have allowed the spreadsheet program to automatically 
select the portions of the spreadsheet that reference the elements the user would like to 
be included in functions. 

Regarding dependent claims 2, 4, and 6, Halvorson discloses the ability to 
make a selection of a workbook, a worksheet, and any portion of a worksheet including 
cells, rows, columns, etc. to be used in the creation of the final report spreadsheet 
(pages 689-693 of Halvorson). 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Halvorson does not explicitly disclose that 
searching the spreadsheet for desired text. However, Michelman discloses that 
spreadsheet are searched in order to generate a list of labels (desired text) within the 
spreadsheet that match the label references identified in the formula (column 1 , line 56- 
column 3, line 25 of Michelman), thus the predefined function is used as a predefined 
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search to identify portions of data. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have combined the teachings of Halvorson with the teachings of Michelman 
because it would have allowed the spreadsheet program to automatically select the 
portions of the spreadsheet that reference the elements the user would like to be 
included in functions. 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Halvorson discloses that additional data not 
found in the selected spreadsheets may also be appended to the final report 
spreadsheet (pages 694-697 of Halvorson). 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Halvorson discloses that receiving a selection of 
portions of data comprising setting functions (predefined) for desired text in the 
spreadsheet (pages 694-697 of Halvorson). Halvorson does not explicitly disclose that 
searching the spreadsheet for elements fulfills the predetermined functions. However, 
Michelman discloses that spreadsheet are searched in order to generate a list of labels 
within the spreadsheet that match the label references identified in the formula (column 
1 , line 56-column 3, line 25 of Michelman), thus the predefined function is used as a 
predefined search to identify portions of data. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have combined the teachings of Halvorson with the teachings 
of Michelman because it would have allowed the spreadsheet program to automatically 
select the portions of the spreadsheet that reference the elements the user would like to 
be included in functions. 
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8. Claims 10, 12, 13, 16-18, 20, 22, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Halvorson et al. (hereinafter Halvorson, "Microsoft Office XP 
Inside Out," published in 2001) in view of Michelman et al. (hereinafter Michelman, US 

* 

Patent Number 5,987,481, issued November 16, 1999), further in view of Advanced 
Excel Find (hereinafter AEF, published June 2, 2003). 

* 

Regarding independent claim 10, Halvorson discloses receiving a selection of 
multiple spreadsheets and multiple portions of those spreadsheets via a graphical 
control panel (pages 689-693 of Halvorson). Halvorson discloses that the data portions 
are searched for and retrieved and appended to the generated final report spreadsheet, 
including appending information identifying the sources of the data portions (pages 694- 
697 of Halvorson). Halvorson discloses that receiving a selection of portions of data 
comprising setting functions (predefined) for desired text in the spreadsheet (pages 
694-697 of Halvorson). Halvorson does not explicitly disclose that searching the 
spreadsheet for elements fulfills the functions. However, Michelman discloses that 
spreadsheet are searched in order to generate a list of labels within the spreadsheet 
that match the label references identified in the formula (column 1, line 56-column 3, 
line 25 of Michelman), thus the predefined function is used as a predefined search to 
identify portions of data. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
have combined the teachings of Halvorson with the teachings of Michelman because it 
would have allowed the spreadsheet program to automatically select the portions of the 
spreadsheet that reference the elements the user would like to be included in functions. 
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Neither Halvorson nor Michelman disclose having a graphic control panel that 
allows the selection of all workbooks for searching purposes. However, AEF teaches 
that a graphic control panel may be used within the framework of Excel's built in Find 
feature to allow the user to select for searching any and all workbooks and worksheets 
(page 1 of AEF). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Halvorson and 
Michelman with the teachings of AEF because it would have made the process of 
searching in Excel more effective and comfortable. 

Regarding independent claim 12, Halvorson discloses receiving a selection of 
multiple spreadsheets and multiple portions of those spreadsheets via a graphical 
control panel (pages 689-693 of Halvorson). Halvorson discloses that the data portions 
are identified in predetermined functions and retrieved and appended to the generated 
final report spreadsheet, including appending information identifying the sources of the 
data portions (pages 694-697 of Halvorson). Halvorson discloses that receiving a 
selection of portions of data comprising setting functions (predefined) for desired text in 
the spreadsheet (pages 694-697 of Halvorson). Halvorson does not explicitly disclose 
that searching the spreadsheet for elements fulfills the functions. However, Michelman 
discloses that spreadsheet are searched in order to generate a list of labels within the 
spreadsheet that match the label references identified in the formula (column 1, line 56- 
column 3, line 25 of Michelman), thus the predefined function is used as a predefined 
search to identify portions of data. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have combined the teachings of Halvorson with the teachings of Michelman 
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because it would have allowed the spreadsheet program to automatically select the 
portions of the spreadsheet that reference the elements the user would like to be 
included in functions. 

Neither Halvorson nor Michelman disclose having a graphic control panel that 
allows the selection of all workbooks for searching purposes. However, AEF teaches 
that a graphic control panel may be used within the framework of Excel's built in Find 
feature to allow the user to select for searching any and all workbooks and worksheets 
(page 1 of AEF). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Halvorson and 
Michelman with the teachings of AEF because it would have made the process of 
searching in Excel more effective and comfortable. 

Regarding dependent claims 13, 16, and 17, Halvorson discloses the ability to 
open a workbook, all workbooks open, and one or more worksheets and then select 
data from within the opened files (pages 689-693 of Halvorson). 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Halvorson discloses the use of a status 
indicator in the graphical control panel (page 605, Figure 21-1). 

Regarding dependent claim 20, Halvorson discloses at least one window is 
used to receive selection of spreadsheets and the portions within those spreadsheets 
(pages 694-697 of Halvorson). 

Regarding dependent claim 22, Halvorson discloses that receiving a selection 
of portions of data comprising setting functions (predefined) for desired text in the 

» 

spreadsheet (pages 694-697 of Halvorson). Halvorson does not explicitly disclose that 
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searching the spreadsheet for elements fulfills the predetermined functions. However, 
Michelman discloses that spreadsheet are searched in order to generate a list of labels 
within the spreadsheet that match the label references identified in the formula (column 
1 , line 56-column 3, line 25 of Michelman), thus the predefined function is used as a 
predefined search to identify portions of data. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have combined the teachings of Halvorson with the teachings 
of Michelman because it would have allowed the spreadsheet program to automatically 
select the portions of the spreadsheet that reference the elements the user would like to 
be included in functions. 

Regarding dependent claim 23, Halvorson discloses that the resulting 
spreadsheet contains data identifying sources of the portions of data (pages 693-697 
see "Linking..." and "Consolidating..." of Halvorson) 

9. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halvorson et al. (hereinafter Halvorson, "Microsoft Office XP Inside Out," published in 
2001) in view of Advanced Excel Find (hereinafter AEF, published June 2, 2003), further 
in view of Anson (US Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0061193, filed 
September 24, 2001). 

Regarding dependent claim 19, none of Halvorson, Michelman, or AEF 
disclose using an event logger to tracking the events that take place during processing. 
However, Anson teaches logging events in the system during processing and 
presenting that log to a user (page 1 , paragraph 0006 of Anson). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
combined the teachings of Halvorson, Michelman, and AEF with the teachings of Anson 
because analyzing and examining entries in a log would have allowed a user to prevent 
errors from reoccurring. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 10/31/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding the arguments on page 6, paragraph 3, in reference to claim 1, the 
examiner maintains that the rejection is proper. Based on the combination of Halvorson 
and Michelman, the claimed invention as it is written has been properly rejected. 
Michelman discloses that spreadsheet are searched in order to generate a list of labels 
within the spreadsheet that match the label references identified in the formula (column 
1, tine 56-column 3, line 25 of Michelman), thus the predefined function is used as a 
predefined search to identify portions of data. In other words, the functions and the 
labels in the functions are created by a user, and are therefore custom. This 
customized data is stored as a part of the spreadsheet and used as a basis for the 
predetermined search disclosed by Michelman, thus the current amendments due not 
overcome the rejection based on the art. Thus, the rejection has been maintained. 

11. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 10, 12, 13, 16, 17, 20, 22, and 23 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Campbell whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4133. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 AM- 4:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124.. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




>S Joshua D. Campbell 
^ December 20, 2007 



